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REMARKS 


This Response is in response to the final Office Action mailed December 12, 2002. 
Claims 6, 7 and 11 to 13 arc pending in this application. Claim 6, 7 and 11 to 13 are being 
amended herein. Applicants believe that no fee is due in connection with this Response After 
Final, however, please charge Deposit Account No. 02-1818 for any payment necessary. 

In the Office- Action, Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C § 112 due to a lack of 
antecedent basis for "the router." Claims 6, 7 and 11 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 3,944,203 to Brekelbaum ^Brekelbaum"). Claims 12 and 
13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious in view of Brekelbaum. 

Regarding the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112, the amendment to claim 13 has rendered 
the rejection moot. 

Regarding the rejection of Claim 6 under Brekelbaum, Claim 6 as amended is directed to 
a router table having a vertical support and a table top. At least three sets of mounting hole 
patterns for routers having different mounting footprints are provided. Brekelbaum does not 
teach or suggest such a table. 

As has been established in prior papers, Brekelbaum describes a table having a different 
purpose than the routing table of Claim 6. That ^different purpose is embodied in "structural 
features that do not teach Claim 6 as amended. In particular, table top 32 of Brekelbaum defines 
only a single hole pattern, used to allow stanchions 36, having fixedly spaced apart pegs 60, to be 
located in different positions on table top 32. Brekelbaum appears to desire, for simplicity, to 
operate with stanchions 36 having a single peg spacing. There is thus no motivation provided by 
Brekelbaum, and indeed Brekelbaum appears to teach away from, providing hole patterns with 
different hole center spacings. 

The invention of Claim 6, on the other hand, is directed to a table that is flexible to 
operate with different types and brands of routers. Different routers have differently sized hole 
pattern footprints as illustrated by Tables 1 to 3 of the present specification. The router table of 
Claim 6 is configured structurally to mount to a plurality of those different routers. The table of 
Brekelbaum is not. Nor does the table of Brekelbaum suggest the desirability to have such 
flexibility and instead suggests that standardization is desired. 

Claim 6 also specifies that there are at least three groups of hole patterns, support for 
which is provided in Tables 1 to 3. Brekelbaum simply does not teach or suggest three sets of 
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mounting holes. Applicants therefore submit respectfully that Claim 6 and Claim 7 that depends 
therefrom are novel, nonobvious and patentably distinguished over Brekelbaum. 

Regarding the anticipation rejection of Claim 1 1, Claim 1 1 as amended is directed to a 
router table having a vertical support and a table top. A plurality of sets of mounting hole 
patterns for mounting routers having differently sized footprints are provided. Further, the hole 
pattern groups are positioned operably in relation to a router hole provided by the table. 

As stated above, Brekelbaum does not teach or suggest providing multiple sets of 
mounting holes for routers and indeed teaches away from same. Further, because Brekelbaum 
does not operate with a router, Brekelbaum cannot teach a router hole or the combination of a 
router hole spatially related to a plurality of sets of different router mounting holes. Claim 11 
includes structural elements not taught by Brekelbaum. Claim 1 1 and Claims 12 and 13 should 
therefore be allowed. 

The obviousness rejection of Claims 12 and 13 is rendered moot in view of the foregoing. 
Also, Claim 12 provides the additional patentable feature that the router hole is located centrally 
with respect to at least one set of router mounting holes. Brekelbaum cannot teach this structural 
and spatial limitation because Brekelbaum does not teach the router hole or the mounting holes. 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 6, 7 and 1 1 through 
13 are distinguished patentably oyer the art of record. .Applicants submit that the amendments 
herein generally clarify the claims over Brekelbaum with respect to the claims as they stood 
previously. That is, the amendments, while distinguishing the claims over Brekelbaum, do not 
appear to raise new issues requiring new searching. Accordingly, Applicants believe that the 
proposed amendments should be entered. If the Examiner wishes to further clarify the claims 
over Brekelbaum, perhaps such clarification could be made via a phone call, to Applicants- 
attorney and an Examiner's amendment. 
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An earnest endeavor has been made to place this application in condition for formal 
allowance and in the absence of more pertinent art such action is courteously solicited. If the 
Examiner has any questions regarding the above amendment, Applicants respectfully request that 
the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney. 

Attached hereto is a m'arked-up version of the changes made to the claims by the current 
amendment. The attached page is captioned " Versions wi th Markings to Show Changes 
Made." 

Respectfully submitted, 
BELL, BOYD & LLOYD LLC 

BY 

Robert W. Connors 

Reg. No. 46,639 

P.O. Box 1135 

Chicago, Illinois 60690-1135 

Phone: (312) 807-4214 
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VFRSTON WITH MARKINGS T O SHOW CHANGES MADE 
Tn the Claim&i 

' Claim 6 has been amended as follows: 
'6. (Twice Amended) A router table having a table Top, comprising bolo pattern 
g roups having Group D hol6o, Group C holes, Group D ootoo, Croup E ltoloa. and Group F h nl as 
l^r, -iH mhl n tn p a support con n o^d to a table ton that includes at least three groups of hole , 
patterns, each group having differe n t Mle center distant for mounting routers having different 
footprints. 

Claim 7 has been amended as follows: 

7. (Amended) The router take as claimed in claim 6, further comprising bole 
patu m g io upc In "in: *-" T * " *"nrlnH nilot uin hole, and i pilot pin storogo h n W> a 
muter hole positi , ™^ nperablv in the table with respect 10 the hole partem groups . 

Claim 1 1 has been amended as follows: 

11. (Amended) *i rmiTrr Mr" rnmpr fong a support connected to a table top 

; mm'rir,':^' ^ i^- fi™ tW indnri^ ^nlyraiity of hole pattern groups within-said tabbt o p, - 
l aid group ( o oach Lumu i inn c it l nv r r u m h ol es e^ch r ron P haying , different hole center distpneq 
far mounting renters having different mounting f ootprints, the hple pattern proups positioned 
operablv in relation to a router hole p rovided bv the table. 

Claim 12 has been amended as follows: 

12. (Amended) The router table according to claim 1 1, wherein the at least five hole 
^t tct n g ro upr l j f "™ f "" ter hole is Positioner) substantially central ly. 
with respect to the hole pattern of at le*<;t one of the groups. 

Claim 13 has been amended as follows: 

13. (Amended) The router tabic according to claim 1 1, wherein the at looot two hol^ 
fib ui'u d t o a crn pl mmmli i r rl— " f 1 rnntnr nrhnn mounting tho ronfor to tho routor 


oro con 


tablo t the mounting ul u mcnts pr n tn irU n b tl u u u ^l. T hn nt l mn t ti v n h ol w wherein the router hole is 
defined bv the table top . 
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